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On December 28, 1944, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1477. Adulteration and misbranding of gauze bandages. U. S. v. 2456 Gross
Packages of Gauze Bandages. Default decree of condemnation. Product
ordered sold. (F. D. C. No. 14433. Sample No. 63634-F.) .

On November 20, 1944, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Georgia filed a libel against 2454 gross packages of gauze bandages at Atlanta,
Ga., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about October 3, 1944, by the
Hampton Manufacturing Co., from Carlstadt, N. J. The article was labeled in
part: “Blue Cross +2 Inches 6 Yds. Gauze Bandage.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it purported to be and was rep-
resented as a drug the name of which is recognized in the United States Phar-
macopoeia, an official compendium, but its quality and purity fell below the stand-
ard set forth therein since it was not sterile. It was alleged to be misbranded
in that the label statement “Sterilized” was false and misleading.

On May 1, 1945, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation was
entered and it was ordered that the product be sold on condition that the pack-
ages would be stamped “Not sterilized and not to be used on open wounds or as a
surgical dressing,” and that the product would not be resold by the purchaser.

1478, Adulteration and misbranding of gauze bandage. U. S. v. 21 Cartons of
Gauze Bandage. Default decree of cendemnation and destruction.
(F. D. C. No. 13365. Sample No. 81843-F.)

On or about August 21, 1944, the United States attorney for the Distriet of Con-
necticut filed a libel against 21 cartons, each containing 12 packages, of gauze
bandage at Bridgeport, Conn., alleging that the article had been shipped on or
about June 29, 1944, from New York, N. Y., by the Supreme First Aid €o., Inc.
The article was labeled in part: “1 inch 6 yards Supreme Gauze Bandage Steri-
lized.” \

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it purported to be and was
represented as a drug the name of which is recognized in the United States Phar-
macopoeia, an official compendium, but its quality and purity fell below the stand-
ard set forth therein since it was not sterile. The article was alleged to be mis-
branded in that the label statement “Sterilized” was false and misleading.

On October 27, 1944, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1479. Adulteration and mishranding of first aid kits. U, S. v. 97 Packages of
First Aid Kits. Default decree of condemnation. Product ordered de-
livered to a public welfare organization. (F. D. C. No. 13366. Sample
No. 58976-F.)

On August 18, 1944, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland
filed a libel against 97 packages of first aid kits at Baltimore, Md., alleging that
the article had been shipped on or about February 16 and May 22, 1944, from
Avalon, Pittsburgh, Pa., by the Gus J. Schaffner Co. The article was labeled in
part: “Schaftner’s ‘Little Doc’ Jr. * * * TFirst Aid Kit * * * Contains
2 1% in. by 2-1% yds. Adhesive Tape.”

Each-kit contained, among other things, a carton labeled, “Schaffner’s ‘Little
Doc’ White Absorbent Cotton Sterilized After Packing,” and only one roll of
adhesive tape, the space intended for the other roll of adhesive tape having been
filled with cardboard.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that the absorbent cotton contained
therein purported to be and was represented as a drug the name of which is
recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia, an official compendium, but its
quality and purity fell below the official standard since the cotton was not sterile.

The article was alleged to be misbranded (1) in that the statements in its label-
ing, (large carton) “Contents as follows: * * * Sterilized Absorbent Cot-
ton * * * Your First Line of Defense Against Infection,” and (carton con-
taining absorbent cotton) “Sterilized After Packing,” were false and misleading
as applied to an article containing unsterile cotton; and ( 2) in that the state--
ment, “Contains * * * 2 14 in. by 2-14 yds. Adhesive Tape,” was false and
misleading since the article did not contain 2 rolls of adhesive tape.

. On September 26, 1944, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered delivered to a public welfare organi-

zation. .



